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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed 4/12/2006 has been entered. Claims 6, 14, 43, 50, 53 have 
been amended. Claims 1-59 are pending in this office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3-32,34-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over US 2004 0175159 (hereinafter Oetzel) in view of US 6925474 (hereinafter 

McGrath).- 

As for claim 1 Oetzel discloses: opening media content that is stored on a DVD 
(See paragraph 0021 lines 4-8 note that opening dvd to determine the amount of free 
space means opening the dvd); determining a DVD ID associated with the DVD (See 
paragraph 0032 and paragraph [0072] note that the "egg" of the dvd contains id 
information); displaying DVD metadata that is associated with the DVD ID in the 
database (See paragraph 0062); receiving an indication of a user's acceptance of the 
DVD metadata that is displayed (See paragraph 0023 note that user has to enter an 
confirm metadata "if desired");, such that the DVD metadata is associated with the DVD 
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ID in the local media library (See paragraph 0064 and note egg contains metadata 
stored with unique serial number). 

While Oetzel does discloses storing the DVD metadata that is displayed in a local 
media library and searching a database that contains DVD metadata based on the DVD 
ID the disclosure is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however does explicitly disclose 
storing the DVD metadata that is displayed in a local media library (See column 3 lines 
44-50) and searching a database that contains DVD metadata based on the DVD ID 
(See column 4 lines 30-33). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in 
the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the teachings 
of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The modification would have been obvious 
because downloading the metadata content of a dvd requires both computing power 
and time, and storing the metadata locally saves even more time and computing power 
(See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses submitting the DVD ID to a server computer system; and receiving search 
results from the server computer system (See column 3 lines 42-46). 

As for claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: wherein the search results comprise XML-formatted DVD metadata (See 
column 5 lines 13-16). 
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As for claim 5, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the DVD metadata that is displayed comprises: a DVD title (See 
paragraph [0069]; and a first chapter title (See paragraph [0091]. 

As for claim 6, the rejection of claim 5 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: DVD metadata that is displayed further comprises at least one of: a performer 
name (See paragraph [0084 ). 

As for claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses One or more computer-readable media having computer-readable instructions 
thereon which, when executed by a computer, cause the computer to implement the 
method as recited in claim 1 (See Figure 1 and note that servers must have computer 
readable instructions on them to carry out the steps of claim 1 or else the computer 
perform the steps of claim 1). 

As for claim 8, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses A media player application configured to perform the method as recited in 
claim 1 (See paragraph [0033] note media player is performing task). 

As for claim 9, Oetzel discloses: opening media content that is stored on a DVD 
(See paragraph 0021 lines 4-8 note that opening dvd to determine the amount of free 
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space means opening the dvd); determining a DVD ID associated with the DVD (See 
paragraph 0032 and paragraph [0072] note that the "egg" of the dvd contains id 
information); receiving an indication of a user request to search for DVD metadata 
based on search criteria other than the DVD 1D (See figure 25 and paragraph [01 13] 
searching by artist). 



While Oetzel does not explicitly disclose searching a database that contains DVD 
metadata based on the DVD ID; enabling the user to enter search criteria; receiving 
user-submitted search criteria; searching the database that contains DVD metadata 
based on the user- submitted search criteria', receiving one or more sets of DVD 
metadata that satisfy the user-submitted search criteria; and displaying a list of 
identifiers associated with individual ones of the sets of DVD metadata. McGrath 
however does explicitly disclose searching a database that contains DVD metadata 
based on the DVD ID (See column 3 lines 44-50); enabling the user to enter search 
criteria (see column 3 lines 42-45); receiving user-submitted search criteria; searching 
the database that contains DVD metadata based on the user- submitted search criteria 
(See column 3 lines 47-50), receiving one or more sets of DVD metadata that satisfy the 
user-submitted search criteria; and displaying a list of identifiers associated with 
individual ones of the sets of DVD metadata (See column 5 lines 13-17). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention 
was made to have incorporated the teachings of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The 
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modification would have been obvious because downloading the metadata content of a 
dvd requires both computing power and time, and storing the metadata locally saves 
even more time and computing power (See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 10, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the enabling comprises causing a Wizard user interface to be 
presented to a user so that information pertaining to the DVD can be collected from the 
user (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an interface). 

As for claim 1 1 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: the user-submitted search criteria comprises at least a portion of a title 
associated with the DVD (See paragraph [0076] note that the egg information can be 
used to open the disc). 

As for claim 12, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: the searching comprises submitting the user-submitted search criteria to a 
server computer system (See column 3 lines 45-47). 

As for claim 13, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the DVD metadata that is displayed comprises: a DVD title (See 
paragraph [0069]; and a first chapter title (See paragraph [0091]. 
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As for claim 14, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: DVD metadata that is displayed further comprises at least one of: a performer 
name (See paragraph [0084]). 

As for claim 15, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: a particular identifier in the list of identifiers comprises a DVD title (See 
paragraph [0069] note that for DVD's the creator is the manufacture and the egg 
information is included in the xml list). 

As for claim 16, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein a particular identifier in the list of identifiers comprises a DVD title 
and a release date (See paragraph [0069] and paragraph [0077]. 

As for claim 17, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: receiving an indication of a user selection of a particular identifier from the 
list of identifiers; and displaying DVD metadata that is associated with the particular 
identifier (See column 6 lines 7-11). 

As for claim 18, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated, and further discloses 
receiving an indication of a user's acceptance of the DVD metadata that is displayed; 
and storing the DVD metadata that is displayed, such that the DVD metadata is 
associated with the DVD ID in a local media library (See paragraph 0023 note that user 
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has to enter an confirm metadata "if desired" also note that information is associated 
with a particular dvd because menus have to be dynamically allocated). 

As for claim 19, the rejection of claim 18 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: storing the DVD metadata that is displayed in a DVD user feedback data 
repository (See last 4 lines of paragraph [0038] note that annotation is user feedback). 

As for claim 20, the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: formatting the DVD metadata that is displayed according to an XML schema 
(See column 5 lines 17-20); and transmitting formatted DVD metadata to a server 
computer system for storage in the user feedback data repository (See column 7 lines 
1-5 note the object database stores notes). 

As for claim 21 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses One or more computer-readable media having computer-readable instructions 
thereon which, when executed by a computer, cause the computer to implement the 
method as recited in claim 9. (See Figure 1 and note that servers must have computer 
readable instructions on them to carry out the steps of claim 1 or else the computer 
perform the steps of claim 1). 
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As for claim 22, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: A media player application configured to perform the method as recited in 
claim 9 (See paragraph [0033] note media player is performing task). 

As for claim 23 Oetzel discloses: opening media content that is stored on a DVD 
(See paragraph 0021 lines 4-8 note that opening DVD to determine the amount of free 
space means opening the DVD); determining a DVD ID associated with the DVD (See 
paragraph 0032 and paragraph [0072] note that the "egg" of the DVD contains id 
information); receiving an indication of a user request to associate user-submitted DVD 
metadata with the DVD; (See paragraph 0023 note that user has to enter an confirm 
metadata "if desired" also note that information is associated with a particular DVD 
because menus have to be dynamically allocated); enabling the user to submit DVD 
metadata, receiving user-submitted DVD metadata (See lines 13-17 of paragraph 
[0038] 

While Oetzel does not explicitly disclose searching a database that contains DVD 
metadata based on the DVD ID, storing the DVD metadata that is displayed in a media 
library. McGrath however does explicitly disclose searching a database that contains 
DVD metadata based on the DVD ID (See column 3 lines 44-50); storing the DVD 
metadata that is displayed in a media library (See column 3 lines 44-50) It would have 
been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention 
was made to have incorporated the teachings of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The 
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modification would have been obvious because downloading the metadata content of a 
dvd requires both computing power and time, and storing the metadata locally saves 
even more time and computing power (See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 24, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the enabling comprises causing a Wizard user interface to be 
presented to a user so that information pertaining to the DVD can be collected from the 
user (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an interface). 

As for claim 25, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the user-submitted DVD metadata comprises a DVD title and a first 
chapter title (See paragraph [0069]; and a first chapter title (See paragraph [0091]. 

As for claim 26, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: further comprising storing the user-submitted DVD metadata in a user 
feedback data repository (See column 7 lines 1-5 note the object database stores 
notes). 

As for claim 27, the rejection of claim 26 is incorporated, and further, McGrath 
discloses: formatting the DVD metadata that is displayed according to an XML schema 
(See column 5 lines 17-20); and transmitting formatted DVD metadata to a server 
computer system for storage in the user feedback data repository (See column 7 lines 
1-5 note the object database stores notes). 
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As for claim 28, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses One or more computer-readable media having computer-readable instructions 
thereon which, when executed by a computer, cause the computer to implement the 
method as recited in claim 23 (See Figure 1 and note that servers must have computer 
readable instructions on them to carry out the steps of claim 1 or else the computer 
perform the steps of claim 1). 

As for claim 29, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: A media player application configured to perform the method as recited in 
claim 23 (See paragraph [0033] note media player is performing task). 

As for claim 30, Oetzel discloses opening media content that is stored on a DVD 
(See paragraph 0021 lines 4-8 note that opening DVD to determine the amount of free 
space means opening the DVD); determining a DVD ID associated with the DVD (See 
paragraph 0032 and paragraph [0072] note that the "egg" of the DVD contains id 
information); displaying DVD metadata that is associated with the DVD ID in the 
database (See paragraph 0062); receiving an indication of a user request to modify the 
DVD metadata that is displayed; enabling the user to modify the DVD metadata that is 
displayed; and receiving user-modified DVD metadata (See lines 1-5 of paragraph 
[0026]). 
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While Oetzel does discloses searching a database that contains DVD metadata 
based on the DVD ID the disclosure is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however does 
explicitly disclose searching a database that contains DVD metadata based on the DVD 
ID (See column 4 lines 30-33). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill 
in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the teaching 
of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The modification would have been obvious 
because downloading the metadata content of a DVD requires both computing power 
and time, and having a searchable database for DVD metadata will facilitate retrieval 
(See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 31 , the rejection of claim 30 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: further comprising: receiving an indication of the user's acceptance of the 
user-modified DVD metadata (See paragraph 0023 note that user has to enter an 
confirm metadata "if desired" also note that information is associated with a particular 
DVD because menus have to be dynamically allocated); 

While Oetzel does disclose storing the user-modified DVD metadata in a local 
media library such that the user-modified DVD metadata is associated with the DVD ID 
the disclosure is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however does explicitly disclose 
storing the user-modified DVD metadata in a local media library such that the user- 
modified DVD metadata is associated with the DVD ID (See column 3 lines 44-50). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the 
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invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of McGrath into the system of 
Oetzel. The modification would have been obvious because downloading the metadata 
content of a DVD requires both computing power and time, and storing the metadata 
locally saves even more time and computing power (See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 32, Oetzel discloses: determining a DVD ID associated with a 
particular DVD (See paragraph 0032 and paragraph [0072] note that the "egg" of the 
DVD contains id information); 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that attempting to identify DVD 
metadata associated with the DVD ID is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however, does 
disclose attempting to identify DVD metadata associated with the DVD ID (See column 
6 lines 7-10). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art to have incorporated the teaching of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The 
modification would have been obvious because identifying the DVD metadata by ID 
allows for a user to view that information with minimal input. 

As for claim 34, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses wherein the attempting comprises performing a search based on the DVD ID 
against a data repository that stores DVD metadata (See column 7 lines 1-5 note the 
object database stores notes). 
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As for claim 35, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: displaying DVD metadata that is identified as being associated with the DVD 
ID in a data repository of DVD metadata (See column 6 lines 53-55 and 60-61); 
receiving an indication of a user's acceptance of the displayed DVD metadata(See 
paragraph 0023 note that user has to enter an confirm metadata "if desired" also note 
that information is associated with a particular DVD because menus have to be 
dynamically allocated). 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that maintaining the DVD metadata 
that is displayed in a local media library, such that the DVD metadata is associated with 
the DVD ID is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however does disclose maintaining the 
DVD metadata that is displayed in a local media library, such that the DVD metadata is 
associated with the DVD ID (See column 3 lines 44-50). It would have been obvious to 
an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to have 
incorporated the teachings of McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The modification 
would have been obvious because downloading the metadata content of a dvd requires 
both computing power and time, and displaying the metadata locally saves even more 
time and computing power (See Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 36, the rejection of claim 35 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: maintaining the DVD metadata that is displayed in a user feedback data 
repository (See column 7 lines 1-5 note the object database stores notes). 
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As for claim 37, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses: enabling a user to enter search criteria (see column 3 lines 42-45); and 
attempting to identify DVD metadata associated with the DVD based on the search 
criteria (See column 6 lines 7-10). 

As for claim 38, the rejection of claim 37 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the search criteria comprises at least a portion of a DVD title. (See 
paragraph [0076] note that the egg information can be used to open the disc). 

As for claim 39, the rejection of claim 37 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the enabling comprises causing a Wizard user interface to be 
presented to a user so that information pertaining to the DVD can be collected from the 
user (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an interface). 

As for claim 40, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses enabling a user to enter DVD metadata to be associated with the DVD (See 
lines 13-17 of paragraph [0038]; 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that maintaining the DVD metadata 
that is entered by the user in a media library, such that the DVD metadata that is 
entered by the user is associated with the DVD ID is not explicitly disclosed. McGrath 
however does disclose maintaining the DVD metadata that is entered by the user in a 
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media library, such that the DVD metadata that is entered by the user is associated with 
the DVD ID (See column 3 lines 44-50). 

As for claim 41 , the rejection of claim 40 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the enabling comprises causing a Wizard user interface to be 
presented to a user so that information pertaining to the DVD can be collected from the 
user (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an interface). 

As for claim 42, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: enabling a user to edit the DVD metadata that is displayed (See lines 1-5 of 
paragraph [0026]); 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that discloses displaying DVD 
metadata that is identified as being associated with the DVD ID; and maintaining user- 
modified DVD metadata in a media library, such that the user-modified DVD metadata is 
associated with the DVD 1D is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however does disclose 
discloses displaying DVD metadata that is identified as being associated with the DVD 
ID (See column 5 lines 14-16); and maintaining user-modified DVD metadata in a media 
library, such that the user-modified DVD metadata is associated with the DVD 1 D (See 
column 3 lines 44-50). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the 
pertinent art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of 
McGrath into the system of Oetzel. The modification would have been obvious because 
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downloading the metadata content of a DVD requires both computing power and time, 
and storing the metadata locally saves even more time and computing power (See 
Oetzel paragraph 0006). 

As for claim 43, the rejection of claim 42 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the enabling comprises causing a Wizard user interface to be 
presented tot eh user so that the DVD metadata that is displayed can be modified by 
the user. (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an interface). 

As for claim 44, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses One or more computer-readable media having computer-readable instructions 
thereon which, when executed by a computer, cause the computer to implement the 
method as recited in claim 32 (See Figure 1 and note that servers must have computer 
readable instructions on them to carry out the steps of claim 1 or else the computer 
perform the steps of claim 1). 

As for claim 45, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated and further Oetzel 
discloses: A media player application configured to perform the method as recited in 
claim 32 (See paragraph [0033] note media player is performing task). 

As for claim 46, Oetzel discloses: a Wizard Ul configured to enable a user to 
select DVD metadata to be associated with the media content, the DVD metadata to be 
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stored in the media library. (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an 
interface). 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that a media player application stored 
in the memory and executed on the processor for playing media content stored on a 
DVD, and a media library stored in the memory for maintaining DVD metadata 
associated with the media content are not explicitly disclosed. McGrath however, 
discloses: a media player application stored in the memory and executed on the 
processor for playing media content stored on a DVD (See paragraph [0033] note 
media player is performing task); a media library stored in the memory for maintaining 
DVD metadata associated with the media content (See column 3 lines 44-50); and a 
Wizard Ul configured to enable a user to select DVD metadata to be associated with the 
media content, the DVD metadata to be stored in the media library. It would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent are to have incorporated the 
teaching of Oetzel into the system of McGrath. The modification would have been 
obvious because a wizard interface simplifies the application for the user. 

As for claim 47, the rejection of claim 46 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the Wizard Ul is further configured to enable a user to submit user- 
entered DVD metadata to be associated with the media content in the media library 
(See lines 1-4 of paragraph 0026 "open DVD form and figure 7). 
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As for claim 48, the rejection of claim 46 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: wherein the Wizard Ul is further configured to enable a user to modify DVD 
metadata to be associated with the media content (See lines 1-4 of paragraph 0026 
"open DVD form) 

As for claim 49, the rejection of claim 46 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
disclose wherein the Wizard U1 is further configured to enable a user to submit search 
criteria to be used to identify DVD metadata that may be associated with the media 
content (See paragraph 0026 and figure 29 "means for searching). 

As for claim 50 Oetzel discloses; means for locating DVD metadata that may be 
associated with the media content based on the DVD ID; and means for displaying the 
DVD metadata that may be associated with the media content to a user (See paragraph 
0064 "on screen descriptive"). 

Oetzel differs from the claimed invention in that means for generating a DVD ID 
based on media content stored on the DVD is not explicitly indicated. McGrath however, 
does disclose means for generating a DVD ID based on media content stored on the 
DVD (See column 4 lines 33-36 UMID has 64 bytes based on DVD). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art to have incorporated the 
teachings of Oetzel into the system of McGrath. The modification would have been 
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obvious because by generating the DVD id from content on the DVD will ensure that for 
each unique DVD you get a unique id. 

As for claim 51, the rejection of claim 50 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses means for locating DVD metadata that may be associated with the media 
content base on user-submitted search criteria. (See column 3 lines 47-50). 

As for claim 52, the rejection of claim 50 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses means for enabling a user to submit DVD metadata to be associated with the 
media content', and means for associating the DVD metadata with the media content. 
(See lines 1-5 of paragraph [0026]). 

As for claim 53, the rejection of claim 50 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: means for enabling a user to modify DVD metadata that is associated with 
the DVD ID; and means for associating user-modified DVD metadata with the media 
content (See lines 3-6 of paragraph [0028]. 

As for claim 54, the rejection of claim 50 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
discloses means for enabling user selection of DVD metadata to be associated with the 
media content (See column 6 lines 53-58); and means for associating the DVD 
metadata with the media content (See column 4 lines 65-68). 
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As for claim 55, McGrath discloses: perform a search based on the search 
criteria, the search retuning a set of metadata that may be associated with the media 
content (See column 6 lines 30-34). 

McGrath differs from the claimed invention in that extract search criteria from 
media content stored on a DVD is not explicitly indicated. Oetzel however, does 
disclose: extract search criteria from media content stored on a DVD (See paragraph 
[01 12] "Selecting name from the play list screen"). It would have been obvious to an 
artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to have 
incorporated the teaching of Oetzel into the system of McGrath. The modification would 
have been obvious because using the metadata to extract the search criteria for finding 
and opening the DVD content makes the system more flexible for the user 

As for claim 56, the rejection of claim 55 is incorporated and further McGrath 
discloses: enable a user to submit search criteria; and perform a search based on user- 
submitted search criteria, the search returning one or more sets of DVD metadata that 
satisfy the user-submitted search criteria (See column 5 lines 13-16). 

As for claim 57, the rejection of claim 55 is incorporated, and further McGrath 
differs from the claimed invention in that instructions which, when executed, cause a 
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computer system to display a Wizard Ul that enables a user to modify the DVD 
metadata is not explicitly indicated. Oetzel however, discloses instructions which, when 
executed, cause a computer system to display a Wizard Ul that enables a user to 
modify the DVD metadata (See paragraph 0023 and note that all music guide is an 
interface). 

As for claim 58, the rejection of claim 55 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses: provide a Wizard Ul that enables a user to select DVD metadata', and 
associate the DVD metadata with the DVD ((See paragraph 0023 and figure 5). 

As for claim 59, the rejection of claim 55 is incorporated and further, enable a 
user to submit DVD metadata to be associated with the DVD; and associate the user- 
submitted DVD metadata with the DVD (See paragraph 0023 note that user has to enter 
an confirm metadata "if desired" also note that information is associated with a particular 
DVD because menus have to be dynamically allocated). 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oetzel 
and McGrath as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of US 6701 478 
(hereinafter Yang). 

As for claim 2,Oetzel discloses bits stored on the DVD (See paragraph 0065 note 
that information is stored in bits). Oetzel and McGrath do not explicitly indicate 
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generating a 64-bit cyclical redundancy check. Yang however does disclose generating 
a 64-bit cyclical redundancy check (See column 2 lines 18-21 and column 3 lines 54- 
57). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art to have 
incorporated the teaching of Yang into the system of Oetzel and McGrath. The 
modification would have been obvious because you do not want to errors in the 
transmission of data and that is the reason for basing the check on the bits on the dvd. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oetzel 
and McGrath as applied to claim 32 above, and further in view of US 6701 478 
(hereinafter Yang). 

As for claim 33, the rejection of claim 32 is incorporated, and further Oetzel 
discloses bits stored on the DVD (See paragraph 0065 note that information is stored in 
bits). Oetzel and McGrath do not explicitly indicate generating a 64-bit cyclical 
redundancy check. Yang however does disclose generating a 64-bit cyclical 
redundancy check (See column 2 lines 18-21 and column 3 lines 54-57). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art to have incorporated the 
teaching of Yang into the system of Oetzel and McGrath. The modification would have 
been obvious because you do not want to errors in the transmission of data and that is 
the reason for basing the check on the bits on the DVD. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/12/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 



Applicant Argues: 

Neither Oetzel nor McGrath, alone or in combination teaches or suggest 
searching a database that containes DVD metadata based on the DVD ID, and storing 
the DVD metadata that is displayed in a local media library, such that the DVD 
metadata is associated with the DVD ID in the local media library, as recited in claim 1 . 

Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. 35 U.S.C. 103 (A) reads ) A patent may not be 
obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. McGrath discloses a database for storing and 
searching videos (See McGrath column 3 lines 41-44). Since this database is designed 
to be accessed over the internet, it is vital that the database be able to distinguish 
uniquely and unambiguously between video clips (See McGrath column 4 lines 26-29). 
The system in Mcgrath uses SMPTE UMID to associate metadata files with proper 
video clip (See McGrath column 4 lines 30-34). It should be noted that on some levels 
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the disclosure of SMPTE UMID itself along with Oetzel would make the instant claimed 
invention obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. SMPTE UMID is 
used to identity metadata that is associated with audio or visual files. The metadata that 
UMID helps to associate with a given file can either be maintained within the file itself or 
in a separate database (See McGrath column 4 lines 30-33). Oetzel discloses a editable 
DVD that can generate menus and libraries dynamically based on the "Open DVD 
format" (See Oetzel paragraph 0026). The combination of Oetzel and McGrath 
discloses a DVD in which the egg section of the DVD contains UMID information that 
will link to associated metadata that is either purposefully not contained on the DVD or 
will not fit (Size of the DVD is a problem expressed with the Oetzel system disclosed in 
paragraph 0021 and is another motivating factor as to why an artisan of ordinary skill in 
the pertinent art would combine the two inventions). Moreover, combing the two 
inventions is supported by the disclosure of Oetzel. Oetzel discloses that even while the 
disclosure uses a DVD for the purposes of illustration any medium can be used (See 
Oetzel paragraph 0037), The disclosure further supports the combination by then 
disclosing some of the optical disk based mediums (See Oetzel paragraph 0037). 

Applicant Argues: 

There is no suggestion in the prior art as a whole to combine the teachings for 
McGrath and Oetzel, as suggested by the Office. 
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Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. In response to applicant's argument that there is no 
suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can 
only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 



Applicant Argues: 

Neither Oetzel nor MCGrath, alone nor in combination, teach or suggest a media 
player application and a media library stored in the same memory. 

Examiner responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. If there was not a media player application stored in 
memory then the media would not play. Therefore all that needs to be disclosed is a 
media library stored in memory, and as disclosed in Oetzel while a DVD is used for 
illustration purposes, any medium can be used. (See Oetzel paragraph 0037). So in the 
embodiment where eggs are contained within memory in combination with the 
disclosure of McGrath to use UMIDs to store and unambiguously identify the metadata 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,465 Page 27 

Art Unit: 2166 

that is associated with the different DVD files, then they are both stored in memory or 
else the media will not play. 

Applicant Argues: 

Neither Oetzel nor McGrath, alone nor in combination, teach or suggest 
extracting search criteria from media content stored on a DVD, and performing a search 
based on the search criteria. 

Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. Oetzel discloses a search by playlist option (See 
paragraph 01 12). When this option is selected a user can select a title an get a search 
generated based on artists, genres, albums, titles etc. (See paragraphs 0112, 
0114,0115). 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,465 Page 28 

Art Unit: 2166 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leon J. Harper whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0759. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 4:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



LJH 

Leon J. Harper 
June 14, 2006 




